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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 October 2005 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 17 October 2005 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 10/17/2005 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .97(c) because it lacks the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 17(p). It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Specification 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it contains legal phraseology. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 9-10 are objected to because of the following informalities: It is unclear if the 
applicant is trying to invoke 1 12 6th paragraph with a "means of selective transmission". If the 
applicant is trying to invoke 1 12 6th paragraph, the "means of selective transmission" should be 
changed to a "means for selective transmission". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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7. Claim 1 is indefinite because the phrases "on the one hand" and "on the other hand" do 
not describe how the transparent bridge interconnects networks. There is not antecedent basis 
for the phrase "the first bus". It is also unclear what is meant by a "network affording the said 
transparent bridge". 

8. Claim 4, is indefinite because it is not clear what the applicant is referring to as being "a 
given method". 

9. Claim 5, is indefinite because it is not clear what is meant by the phrase "bus connected" 
in the storing step. It is also unclear if the applicant is trying to redefine the word "intermediate" 
to mean "a receipt of a reset". 

10. Claim 6, lacks antecedent basis for an entire bus generating a reset because there is no 
previous recitation of an entire bus generating a reset does not recite an entire bus generating a 
reset or if a node is generating a reset. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) lhe invention was patented or described in a printed publication in litis or a foreign counlr) or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

12. Claims 1, 8-10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Straub et al. 
(WO 02/33902), hereinafter referred to as Straub. 

13. For claim 1, Straub discloses a network where bridges are used to interconnect separate 
buses [figures 1 and 2]. The bridges, WBoxl and WBox2, in Straub's invention are transparent 
bridges because the nodes on each bus are not aware that WBoxl and WBox2 are used in the 
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network [page 3, lines 10-15]. Straub disclose a situation where bus resets (reset messages) are 
passed between the busses [page 4 line 30 to page 5 line29] . When several bus resets are 
received, by a bridge, in short intervals (series of reset messages) only the last reset message 
received (intermediate reset message) before the grant of a transmission slot is selected for 
transmission to the other bus. Since Straub's invention does not wait until the final reset 
message is received, but instead sends reset messages as soon as transmission slot is granted 
Straub anticipates that the reset messages transmitted from the bridge would include intermediate 
reset messages. 

14. For claims 8 and 10, Straub discloses the use of IEEE 1394 buses [figures 1 and 2]. 

15. For claim 9, Straub discloses a bridge WBoxl that has an interface connected to a bus 
and an interface connected to a HiperLAN network [figures 1 and 2]. Additionally, WBoxl 
contains a means of selective transmission of reset messages [page 5 lines 1-5]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

17. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

18. Claims 2, 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Straub 
in view of Hattig (US Pat 6,466,549). 

19. For claim 2, Straub discloses the use of bus resets in a network. However, Straub does 
not disclose the cause of a bus reset. Hattig discloses bus resets occur when devices are added 
or removed (change in the number of nodes in the network) [col. 1 lines 25-40] . It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to send reset messages when topological 
changes occur in Straub's invention to provide plug-and-play capabilities [Hattig, col. 1 line 23]. 

20. For claim 4, Straub discloses the use of bus resets in a network. However, Straub does 
not disclose the cause of a bus reset. Hattig discloses when devices are added and removed a 
bus automatically reconfigures itself (a given method for phase recognition) [col. 1 lines 25-28] . 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to automatically reconfigure a 
bus in Straub's invention to provide plug-and-play capabilities [Hattig, col. 1 line 23]. 

21 . For claim 6, Straub does not disclose the simulating the disconnecting of an entire bus. 
Hattig discloses a solicit action, which is essentially the same as a reset message, may be invoked 
at the request of an application in need of new or refreshed discovery information [col. 5 lines 7- 
21] . Because the network devices are not actually disconnected when a new solicit action (bus 
reset) is performed Hattig suggests the simulating the disconnection of an entire bus. It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
Hattig's solicit action mechanism in Straub's invention to make sure topology information in a 
network does not become stale. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEFFREY M. RUTKOWSKI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1215. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30-5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571) 272-3088. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Jeffrey M Rutkowski 
Patent Examiner 
06/12/2008 



/Hassan Kizou/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



